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e¢/o THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
WASHINGTON.D.C,

Dear

Out of today's news papers I cut osut the two attached clippings.
If I had been Tito I had never used the word " never."It looks t95 much
after the 1000 year Reich. ‘

Onm the other handg Tito could use these words because the not Red
nations have never been capable of refuting the basis of the Red theories.

The Book Review is enlightening because 1t has been made by an
expert." On Politics.

However in the sentence I underlined he comes into the world of
exact applied sclence.W hat means there " remaining vigorously dynamic."?
That we must not disarm can be understsod by even a small boy.In
order to keep up a § 35000,000,000 per year program we rather have to

do at least something in the vigorous way.

What I miss however in the review of Mr.Robert's bosk is that all
armaments are not capable to destroy the most powerful weapon in the-
Russian hands,the basis on which communism is founded.

With all respect for President Eisenhouer's good intentions,going
through the =tk list of the 34 chosen experts to propagate our American
ideals gbroad ,must it not appear to the people on the other side of the
Atlantic,that all these experts most interested NOT to have communism
have not been capable of checking 1it.

I am nelther a scientist or a politician and therefore may not be-
able to grasp the real situation.The only thing what I can do is to ob-
serve that after gll these years and the many millions spent on Tito he
goes to Moscou and_fells them there that they will never split again.Digd
he learn somethingd & Mr,Nasser ?

In the same New York Times you could read that our sclentists have
been 12 dsys and mingled with the best Russian scientiste on a quite free
basis.And came back quite impressed.From Moscou,that 1s,0r the Russian
Government is still gquite sure that we pursue our old course and mies the
only invitation Marx put forward at the end of the preface of the first
edition of Das Kapital,

Regpectfully yours,

NG T

B.G.H,Vanderfagt.
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RUSSIA° AND AMERICA: Dangers
and Prospects. By Henry L. Roberts.
Foreword by John J. McCloy. Pub-
lished for the Council® on Foreign
Relations. 251 pp. New  York:
Harper & Bros. $3.50.

By WARREN B. WALSH
HE genesis of this excellent
book was a select satudy
group, sponsored by the Council
on Foreign Relations, supported
by the Ford Foundation and

chaired by John J. McCloy.

Henry L. Roberts, the director
of Columbia’s Russian Institute,
gerved as the director of re-
search staff and was entrust-
ed, in Mr, McCloy’s words,
with “the difficult task of ex-
ploring and developing the im-
plications of what was said and
drawing systematic conclusions
from the discussions.” ‘‘Russia
and America,” however, is more.
than a report of the group’s
work, though it is based upon
their discussions. The book, as
its author explains in a note, is
the outcome of his own reflec-
tions and represents a consensus
of opinions but not a collective
judgment.

Mr. Roberts organized the
material in three parts: “The
Nature of the Problem,” “Amer-
ican Policy Requirements” and
“Areas of Conflict.” Judging
the nature of the problem to be
largely but not exclusively de-
termined by Communist totali-

tarianism and the existence of -

fission-fusion weapons, the au-
thor briefly explores these basic
facts of life with which we
must live and under whose
shadow we must work out our
problems. He then examines the
strength and weaknesses of the
United States  and the Soviet
Union. Both, he finds, are “very
strong and very vulnerable and
promise to become increasingly
strong and increasingly vulner-
able.” The advantage he judges
currently to be ours by a slight

margin, but he warns that we

can retain this favorable posi-

tion only by remaining vigor-

ously dynamic.
Part ;;wo first outlines the

minimum requirements of our
policy and then considers in
more detail four selected poli-
cies. Our first and vital policy
aim, Mr. Roberts believes, must
be to “prevent the world-wide
establishment of Soviet commu-
nism, even at the cost of gen-
eral war.” But a general war
is unacceptable except under the
direst necessity. Our great task
is to devise and implement poli-
cies that will neither lead to
general war nor to the estab-
lishment of world-wide commu-
nism, .

E must check any further
expansion of the Communist
bloc while at the same time
“maintaining our ability to ne-
gotiate, to communicate, to pro-
pose.”” This means, for one
thing, that we must maintain a
strong military posture without
closing the door to arms con-

Mr. Walsh is chairman of the
board of Russion Studies at Sy-
racuse University, From 1953
to 1955 he was Director of the
Political Affairs Division of The
National War C'oueg
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trol. The author’s warning that
“the key to any significant and
safe reduction in arms may be
found only in a real change in
the aims of Soviet communism”
should be underacored and pon-
dered. It is not, as Mr. Roberts
very forcefully and properly
points out, merely mutual sus-
picion that divides us from the
Soviets; it is the Communists’
“deeply rooted, hostile intent.”

‘In discussing possible policies
toward allies and neutrals and
of possible economic and social
policies, the autnor carefully
points out that no policy and no
action can ever be wholly with-
out cost nor can it ever produce
exclusively favorable results.
There are risks in promoting
the economic growth and social
development of “underdeveloped
countries.,” Economic expan-

sion in such countries will al-
most certainly lead to social and
psychological dislocations that
the Communists can exploit.
Trade restrictions. aimed at
the Soviet bloc may inflict
losses upon our friends and as-
sociates as well as upon those

. against whom they were aimed.

We may feel strongly that na-
tions accepting our aid should
also accept commitments to the
free world, but we should alsg
realize that to make aid depend
upon commitments may defeat
our real purpose. A neutral or
uncommitted nation is, after all,
preferable to one committed to
the other side,

Part Three deals first with
the problem of positive objec-
tives in our relations with the
U. 8. S.R., and then considers,
in turn, Germany, the European
satellites and Communist China.
In each case, alternative policies
or “perspectives’” are considered
and weighed, and in each case
Mr. Roberts states his recom-
mendations cogently but not
dogmatically. The final chapter
summarizes the general discus-
sion and presents a policy pro-
gram. :

There will not be universal
agreement with these policy rec-
ommendations nor with all other
points presented in this study
One might, for example, ques-
tion the assumption that a basic
division exists between the So-
viet peoples and their rulers sc
that we may seek ‘‘normally
friendly relations with the Rus-
sian people as an outcome of a
change in the Soviet outlook or
a change in the regime.” No
one, however, can rightfully
question the care, the integrity
and the sense of responsibility
with which the study group and
Mr. Roberts carried out their as-

e signment,
/05 : CIA-RDP80R01731R000700050004-0

THE NEW YORK TIMES BOOK REVIEW



Approved For Release 2003/05/05 : CIA-RDP80R01731R000700050004-0

Tito Says Red Nations
Will Never Split Again
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